
5-138 
RML-Integrated Research Facility FEIS 

Chapter 5 – Response to Comments 
 

  

LETTER 62 -  FRIENDS OF THE 
BITTERROOT, WOMEN’S 
VOICES FOR THE EARTH, 
COALITION FOR A SAFE LAB 
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Comment Response 

62-1  Please see response to comment 47-7. 
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Comment Response 

62-2  Please see response to comments 47-3 and 
58-1. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

62-2 62-2 



5-142 
RML-Integrated Research Facility FEIS 

Chapter 5 – Response to Comments 
 

 

 

Comment Response 

62-3  Please see the responses for comment 62-4 
through 62-14. 
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Comment Response 

62-4  The master plan does not block NIH from 
developing new projects in Bethesda.  While 
development is flexible within designated land 
use areas, the land has to be vacant and 
available for construction.  The SDEIS notes 
that there is no readily available land on the 
Bethesda campus.  Relocating existing facilities, 
revising the master plan, demolition, etc., would 
require hundreds of millions of dollars and take 
up to 10 years, making this alternative 
unrealistic. 
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Comment Response 

62-5  This alternative still does not meet the 
purpose and need, as stated in the DEIS and 
SDEIS.  Additionally, there is no environmental 
advantage over the alternatives that were 
considered in detail.  Please see page 2-17 of 
the SDIES. 

62-6  Please see response to comment 10-1. 
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Comment Response 

62-7  Additional information on the estimated cost of 
constructing an Integrated Research Facility at 
some new intramural location has been 
included in Chapter 2. 

62-8  Page 4-5 states “NIH and its associated 
laboratories including RML, do not, and would 
not, work with weapons-grade material.”  This 
statement is also included in the DEIS on page 
4-2. 

62-9  No.  Please see page 1-1 of the FEIS were this 
has been addressed. 

62-10 No.  Please see response to comment 62-9. 

 Remainder of responses on following page. 
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62-11 The general policy of the government is not to 
restrict information about fundamental research.  
(See National Security Decision Directive 189, 
September 21, 1985).  However, it is possible 
that some information about research 
conducted at the RML could be classified.  
Information can be classified only under 
Executive Order 13292 (March 28, 2003), which 
sets very specific requirements for classification.  
To be designated as “classified,” information that 
is owned, produced by or for, or controlled by 
the Government must fall into one of eight 
categories defined in the Executive Order, and 
disclosure of the information would have to be 
reasonably expected to result in identifiable or 
describable damage to the national security (i.e., 
national defense or foreign relations of the U.S.), 
including defense against transnational terrorism.  
Of note, scientific information falls in a 
classification category only when it is related to 
national security. 

62-12 Yes.  Agents that are on the NIH inventory that 
are currently classified have been present at 
RML in the past. 
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Comment Response 

62-13 Please see response to comment 39-
21. 

62-14 These references have been included 
or corrected.  We apologize for the 
oversight. 
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Comment Response 

62-15  Measures are to be included “to mitigate 
adverse environmental impacts” (CEQ 
1502.16(h)).  Since there were no adverse 
impacts identified from the items listed, no 
mitigation is necessary.  Please see Section 
1.7.3 where comments on the potential 
increased threat of outbreak are addressed.   
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Comment Response 

62-16 Please see response to comment 62-15. 
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Comment Response 

62-17 Please see response to comment 62-15. 

62-18  This statement should have been attributed to 
Dr. George Risi, which has been included in 
the FEIS.  Communicability and “first signs of 
disease” are not the same thing, and it does 
not mean that infection can be passed within 
24 hours. 
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Comment Response 

62-19 The RML Incinerator is subject to compliance 
with 40 CFR 60, Subparts Ce and Ec.  
Monitoring requirements for a Medium 
Intermittent Hospital Medical Waste Incinerator 
include that facilities establish the appropriate 
maximum and/or minimum operating 
parameters for each control system per 40 CFR 
60, Subpart Ec, 60.56c and 60.57c.  The current 
operational requirement for secondary chamber 
temperature is in excess of 1800°F and load 
input is mechanically locked out until the upper 
chamber reaches that temperature.  Minimum 
or maximum incinerator operating parameters 
are established from air emission operational 
testing data.  These parameters are submitted to 
the State for review and approval.  40 CFR 60, 
Subpart Ec, 60.51c relating to definitions states 
under shutdown that for intermittent HMIWI, 
shutdown shall commence no less than 4 hours 
after the last charge to the incinerator.  One 
minute monitoring of all operating parameters is 
required by both State and Federal regulations 
and documentation verifies that the load input 
does not occur until the temperature of the 
secondary chamber reaches 1800°F and that 
that temperature is maintained until 4 hours 
after the last load input. 

62-20 The DEIS, SDEIS, and FEIS contain a citation to 
support this statement.  Additional information 
and a reference have been added to the FEIS 
(see pages 4-9 and 4-23). 
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Comment Response 

62-21 Purchase of land by a contractor is not 
construction. 

62-22 Please see Section 2.1.3 for a description of the 
proposed action. 

62-23 Please see Section 2.1.3 of the SDEIS.  As 
stated, the filters would be certified once a 
year, which includes testing. 

62-24 RML has a very effective decay-in-storage 
program for sulfur-35.  The sulfur-35 containing 
liquids are stored for decay in a locked double 
containment storage area. 

62-25 RML has shipped only naturally occurring 
radioactive materials on one occasion.  The 
designated destination for any radioactive waste 
shipped from Montana is the U.S. Ecology 
Facility in Richland, WA.  Brokers and 
transporters must meet all requirements of 
DOT and NRC. 62-26 

Cont on 
next page 
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Comment Response 

62-26 Additional information on disposal of prion 
contaminated material has been included in section 
2.2.1.1 of the FEIS.  These disposal methods 
preclude any risk of contamination of sewage 
sludge from RML prion research.  All other liquid 
waste is fully decontaminated prior to release into 
the wastewater stream. 

62-27 Animals are purchased from USDA inspected and 
certified vendors.  Transport cages meet USDA 
specifications.  Once delivered to the climate 
controlled receiving area, Veterinary Branch 
Technicians transport the cages/animals to the 
animal facilities.  Health checks are performed and 
animals are transferred to clean cages.  The Chief 
of the Rocky Mountain Veterinary Branch is 
responsible for the handling procedures of animals 
delivered to RML.   

62-28 No experiments designed to enhance the virulence 
of any biologic agent are envisioned.  Frequently 
natural disease agents are made less virulent by 
handling in tissue culture. 

62-29 There is no indication or history to indicate that 
the Integrated Research Facility has the potential to 
cause an epidemic of any size.  It is, therefore, a 
negligible risk, effectively no risk, that does not 
need to be mitigated and is appropriately analyzed 
and disclosed in the SDEIS. 

 Remainder of responses on following page. 
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62-30 The Integrated Research Facility would be 
designed to never allow a pathogen to escape the 
laboratory, and history proves the design to be 
effective in achieving this goal.  Please also see 
response to comment 62-98 where HEPA filters 
are discussed. 

62-31 Since the Proposed Action is an intramural 
facility, it is appropriate to review the operation 
of intramural facilities for a history of their safety.  
Please also see response to comment 63-22.  
Incidents in other US and international labs do 
not bear on the results of NIH laboratories as 
NIH has no control over operating procedures of 
other laboratories.  The NIH would be 
responsible for the safety in the Integrated 
Research Facility and maintain its high standards.  
These standards have resulted in the outstanding 
safety record cited in Appendix E.  

62-32 The report was placed in the document before 
the decision was made to issue a supplemental 
draft.  The wording should have been changed to 
say as much.  It is also included in the FEIS. 

The report was prepared as an important part of 
the NIH’s full analysis of the environmental 
impacts of the proposed action.  Without the 
report, the NIH would not be able to make an 
informed decision on the action.  The NIH will 
not decide which action to take until after the 
Final EIS is published and the NIH issues its 
Record of Decision.   

62-33 Please see response to comment 39-21. 
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Comment Response 

62-34 Please see Section 1.7.1 where comments on 
additional information were addressed.  Also 
see Section 1.7.3 where comments on risk 
were addressed. 
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Comment Response 

62-35 Please see Section 1.7.3 where comments on 
the social and economic impacts were 
addressed, and Section 4.2.1.1, Community 
Safety and Risk, where Risk Assessments are 
addressed.  

62-36 Please see section 1.7.3 where comments 
requesting a full description of agents were 
addressed. 
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Comment Response 

62-37 Please see Section 1.7.3 where comments on 
air quality were addressed. 

62-38 Please see Section 1.7.3 where comments on 
the impacts on the City of Hamilton water 
supply were addressed. 

62-39 Please see section 1.7.3 where comments on 
the Proposed Action’s effects on the City of 
Hamilton water and wastewater systems 
were addressed. 

62-40 Effects on open space (including farmland) 
have been added to Chapter 4 of the FEIS. 

Please see Section 1.7.3 where comments on 
the effects on wildlife, noxious weeds and 
community safety were addressed.  

The school superintendent is the official 
considered as the credible source on the 
status and capacity of schools in the district. 
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Comment Response 

62-41 Please see section 1.7.5 where comments on 
the preparers of the DEIS were addressed. 
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Comment Response 

62-42 Please see Section 1.7.5 where comments 
that construction had already begun were 
addressed. 
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Comment Response 

62-43 Please see section 1.7.5 where comments 
that construction had already begun were 
addressed. 

62-44 Please see section 1.7.5 where comments on 
expenditures were addressed. 

62-45 Please see response to comment 58-1.  The 
requirements for submitting a request for 
DHHS records under the Freedom of 
Information Act are set forth in 45 CFR Part 
5. 

62-46 When the property was available for 
purchase, anyone could have bought it.  It is 
not a conflict of interest, unfair, or illegal for 
a party interested in purchasing property to 
have an idea how the property may be used 
by themselves.  No government funds have 
been used in the purchase of lots in Hamilton 
for the purpose of the Integrated Research 
Facility and the purchase was not made at the 
request or direction of the NIH or any NIH 
official.  Higgins Development Partners 
purchased this land when it became available 
in the event that RML wanted to use it in the 
future. 
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Comment Response 

62-47 As explained in the EIS, the scope of the 
project is established by the purpose and 
need, which itself is established by agency 
authority.  The purpose and need for the 
project is at the agency’s discretion. 
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Comment Response 

62-48 Please see response to comments 62-7 and 
62-47. 

62-49 Please see response to comment 62-47, and 
Sections 1.7 and 1.7.1 where comments on 
the alternatives were addressed. 
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